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Street, NW., Washington, DC, and it is
anticipated that all future meetings will
also be held at that address. At that first
meeting, the Committee will focus upon
procedural matters and protocols,
including dates, times, and locations of
future meetings; identification of the
principal issues for resolution; and a
target date for the completion of the
NPRM.

In order to prevent delay in the
preparation of guidance under Title II of
OWBPA, EEOC intends to terminate the
Committee’s activities no later than 180
days after the date of the first meeting,
unless circumstances call for extending
the deadline.

I. Committee Procedures

Committee meetings will be
conducted in accordance with the
requirements of FACA, which provides
for filing a Committee Charter with GSA
and appropriate Congressional
committees, meetings open to the
public, filing of written statements by
interested persons before or after
meetings, presentation of oral
statements where time permits, and
retention of meeting records.

Committee meetings will be
announced in the Federal Register. The
Committee will establish the detailed
procedures for its meetings.

J. Records of Meetings

In accordance with FACA, EEOC will
keep minutes of all Committee meetings
and will place these minutes in the
public rulemaking docket.

K. Definition of Consensus

The goal of the negotiation process is
‘‘unanimous concurrence among the
interests represented.’’ 5 U.S.C. 582(2).
EEOC expects Committee members to
establish their own working definition
of the term ‘‘consensus.’’
Dated: August 28, 1995.
Gilbert F. Casellas,
Chairman.
[FR Doc. 95–21654 Filed 8–30–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6570–06–M
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COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 95–135; RM–8681]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Honor,
MI

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by
Jacqueline F. Bourgard, proposing the
allotment of Channel 264A to Honor,
Michigan, as that community’s first
local service. There is a site restriction
3 kilometers (1.8 miles) north of the
community. Canadian concurrence will
be requested for this allotment at
coordinates 44–41–26 and 86–01–05.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 19, 1995, and reply
comments on or before November 3,
1995.

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, as follows: Jacqueline F.
Bourgard, P.O. Box 365, Mesick,
Michigan 49668.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418–2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
95–135, adopted August 16, 1995, and
released August 28, 1995. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center (Room
239), 1919 M Street, NW., Washington,
DC. The complete text of this decision
may also be purchased from the
Commission’s copy contractors,
International Transcription Services,
Inc., 2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037, (202) 857–3800.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of l980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.
Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,
Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.
[FR Doc. 95–21613 Filed 8–30–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712–01–F

47 CFR Part 73

[MM Docket No. 95–136; RM–8682]

Television Broadcasting Services;
Sioux Falls, SD

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission requests
comments on a petition filed by Red
River Broadcast Corp. (‘‘RRBC’’),
proposing the allotment of UHF
television Channel 46 at Sioux Falls,
South Dakota, as potentially the
community’s sixth local television
broadcast service. If the channel is
allotted with cut-off protection,
petitioner also requests that RRBC be
allowed to amend its pending
application for UHF television Channel
36+ at Sioux Falls to reflect operation
on the new channel. Channel 46, with
zero offset, can be allotted to Sioux Falls
in compliance with the Commission’s
minimum distance separation
requirements at city reference
coordinates. The coordinates for
Channel 46 at Sioux Falls are North
Latitude 43–32–30 and West Longitude
96–44–00.
DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before October 19, 1995 and reply
comments on or before November 3,
1995.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner, or its counsel or consultant,
as follows: John T. Scott, III, Esq.,
Crowell & Moring, 1001 Pennsylvania
Ave., NW., Washington, DC 20004
(Counsel for Petitioner).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sharon P. McDonald, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418–2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
synopsis of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
95–136, adopted August 18, 1995, and
released August 28, 1995. The full text
of this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the FCC
Reference Center (Room 239), 1919 M
Street, NW., Washington, DC. The
complete text of this decision may also
be purchased from the Commission’s
copy contractor, International
Transcription Service, Inc., (202) 857–
3800, 2100 M Street, NW., Suite 140,
Washington, DC 20037.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.
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